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Tus charge of schism continues to be ad 
quarters, against Wesleyan Methodi 
has so often been denied and. refu ot 


that the Wesleyan Methodi 
the example of their honoured predece 

patient care against*every thing that = 
of Christian meekness. Let them be ior 
gry passion is not the element of 


man worketh not the righteousness of ( e, 

Charity is the “ more excellent way,” it! : : 

charity “rejoiceth not in iniquity, a 
’ truth; beareth all things, belleveth all . 
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things,” and, even if hope itself should fail, « 
things. Charity never faileth.” 1 Cor. xiii, 
trust, with an unaffected regard to the cle 
that we approach the question which i is. 
circumstances of the present times, and ag: 
our attention—Is Westeyan Meruopism A st 
- I. Wuart ts scntsm? It seems necessary 
paint at the very entrance, that the way may b 
ared for our chief inquiry. — 
Schism literally: denotes a rent, a cleft, fissure, o or 7 
‘ture, a division.* Of this there is no dispute, But 
| Main question is, what kind of a rent, rupt 
-are we to understand by the ie when it es u 
»eerning the Christian: church? Hi ‘Here, if any 
our difficulty on this subject. How then, or in wh ak 


*The Greek noun oyiopva is immediately gerund fom &¢ 
the first person, perfect passive, of the verb par I rend, cele 
divide. 
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isthe term employed in the Scriptures? for it occurs there 
not unfrequently, though it is almost constantly translated 
in our English Bibles, and indeed is retained but once in 
the text, and twice in the margin. 

To pursue this inquiry with perfect satisfaction, our only 
method appears to be, to trace out what may be called. the 
history of the word, comprehending the verb as well as 
the noun, in its savetal successive applications. — This 
course may be thought tedious and minute ; but it is safe. 
The examples which we shall produce are ‘taken not only 
from the New Testament, but from the ancient Greek 
translation of the Old Testament, commonly known as the 
version of the Seventy. 

1. Schism is applied to material substances which sustain 
_ some breach or injury. 

Thus it signifies a rent in a garment, the veil of the tem- 
ple, and a net. “ No man,” as we read in St. Matthew’s 
gospel, “ putteth a piece of new cloth ifhito an old garment, 
for that which is put in to fill it up taketh from the gal: 
ment, and the rent” (or schism, oxioua) “is made worse,” 
Matt. ix, 16. St. Mark uses exactly the same expression, 
Mark ii, 21; but St. Luke has the: verb, “the new” 
(ayicer) “ maketh a rent,” Luke v, 36." So the verb is also 
elsewhere employed to signify the rending of garments. 
“Then came Eliakim, the son of Hilkiah, that was over 
.the household, and Shebna the scribe, and Joah, the son 
of Asaph, the recorder, to Hezekiah, with their clothes 
rent,” (éoxtouévot TOdG yLT@Vac,) “ and told him the words 
of Rabshakeh. And it came to pass, when King Heze- 
kiah heard it, that he rent his clothes,” (’éoytoe 7a iudtea,) 
Isa. xxxvi, 22; xxxvii, 1. The Roman soldiérs, in making 
a distribution of our Lord’s garments into “ four parts, to 
every soldier a part,” said among themselves of his “coat,” 
which “ was without seam, woven from the top through- 
out,” “Let us not rend it.” (M7) oyiowuev avrov.) John xix, 
24, This had, without doubt, a reference to rending with 
the purpose of dividing, or separating, the vestment into 

distinct portions ; but the word itself simply expresses the 
act of rending, or tearing. So, in respect of the veil of 
the temple, it is recorded by three of the evangelists, that, 
at the time 6f our Saviour’s crucifixion, “the veil of thé 
temple was rent,” (éoyicOn,) Matt. xxvii,51; Mark xv, 38; 


¢. 
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Luke xxiii, 45. This issued in a separation of its 

but, then, such a separation is particularly noted. It w 

rent in the midst,” says St. Luke ; and the other two evan- £ 
gelists, more emphatically, “it was rent in Bir J from the top 

to the bottom.” ‘The verb is likewise used of a net in ite 
history of the miraculous draught of fishes, after our Lord’s 
resurrection. ‘Simon Peter went up, and drew the net 
- to land full of great fishes, a hundred and fifty and peta . 
- and for all there were so many, yet was not the net 

(ove éoxicOn,) it was not rent or corn. John xxi, 11. 

Again, the word denotes a cleft, fissure, 8 xp doe ina ‘sak 

mountain, wood, or the heavens. ‘In that 

cast his idols of silver, and his idols oe an Fred 
made each one for himself to~ wore 

and to the bats: to go into the wa lee é ) Sg 

the vocks, and into the tops of the gg Tock 
“I went down to the bottoms of the mo says 
Jonah, literally froth the Hebrew, as in the margin of our 

Bibles, to the “ cuttings off,” or, according to the version 
of the Seventy, to the clefts, or schisms (oytouac) of the . 
mountams, to the depth of the sea not far fromthe shore, " 
where the mountains appear to be cut off, or abruptly ter- 
minated, and where their rocky bases are cleft into fissures 

and caverns; “the earth,” as it follows, “ with h 

was about me for ever,” Jonah i li, 6. The verb is 

in like manner. | “ They thirsted net when he led them. 
through the deserts: he oaused the waters to flow out of 
the rock for them: he clave the rock also,” (oxvotriaeras 
métoa, the rock shall be cleft,) “and the wa 

out.”+ “The earth did quake, and the rocks en 
@noav,) Matthew xxvii, 51. “The mount of Oli 
cleave” (oxtoOjoeTat, shall be cleft) ‘in the mid ds 
‘toward the east and toward the west, arid there shall be a 
very great valley,” Zech. xiv, 4. Abraham “ clave” (oxioas, 
having cloven) “the wood for a burnt offering,”, Genesis, 
xxii, 3. “ They clave” (axi¢ovor, they cleave) “the wood. 
of ite cart,” on which the ark of the covenant, had, been 


* Isa. ii, 20, 21.—Instéad of oxtoua, the version of the Seventy haa 
but without the slightest difference of meaning. 
pak xlviii, 21.—The version of the Seventy makeg most of. the 
verbs i in this text future, putting the whole in the direc’ of a pro. 
mise.—Aquila uses the verb, Psa. Ixxviii, 15, “ He clave the rocks” 


e 


laid, “‘and offered the kine a burnt offering unto the 
Lord,” ‘1 Sam. vi, 14. . “ Whoso removeth stones,” says 
Solomon, “shall be hurt therewith; and he that cleaveth” 
(oxi¢@v) “wood shall be endangered thereby,” Eccles. x, 9. 

St. Mark uses this word, in its participial form, in the his- 
tory of our Lord’s: baptism : “ And straightway coming up 
out of the water, he saw the heavens opened,” (oxyecopé- 
vouc,) where the margihal version is, “ cloven, or rent,” 
Mark i, 10. It may also be noted that, in the Wisdom of 
Solomon, which, with the other apocryphal books, is good 
authority in matters of verbal criticism, the participle is 
applied to the cleaving of the air by the action of a bird’s 

wing in rapid flight :—‘ When a bird hath flown through 
the air, there is no token of her way to be found, but the 
light air being beaten with the stroke of her wings, and 
parted” (axiGouevov) ‘with the violent noise and motion 
of them, is passed through.”* 

The word further denotes a violent s severing of the Pan 
body ; and, also, such @ want of arrangement and congruity 
in its. several parts and members as would be inconsistent 
with its harmony, health, and comfort. An example of the 
former use of the term, as a verb, occurs in the History of 
Susanna: “And Daniel said, Very well; thou hast lied 
against thine own head: for even now the angel of God 
hath received the sentence of God to cut” (oxioe, and 
shall cut) “‘ thee in two ;"+ where it is probable that there 
is a reference to the mode of punishment which our Lord, 
according to the literal interpretation of his language, de- 
nounces by another word against the “ evil servant :” “The 
lord of that servant shall cut him asunder and appoint him 
his portion with the hypocrites.”{ But an example of the 
latter use of the term, as mentioned above, and one which 
is of great importance to us in our present investigation, 
occurs in the following passage: ‘‘ God hath tempered the 
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* _# Wisdom of Solomon v, 11.—Aquila uses the verb in a somewhat 
peculiar sense, Isaiah lix, 5, “ That which is crushed breaketh oui” 
(eaxioGn) “into a viper.” 

+ History = Susanna, 55 —Ih Tsaiah xix, 3, for, ‘ the spirit of Egypt 
shall fail,” or, ‘be emptied in the midst thereof, ” ‘Theodotion has 
Care ll be divided. 

__ + Matthew xxiv, 50, 51, where the word especially referred to is 
dtyorounoet. 
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body together, haying given more abundant honourto that ~— 
part which lacked; that there should be no ‘sehism” © 
(oxioua) “in the body; -but that the members should have ? 
the same care one for another. And whether one member 
suffer, all the members suffer with it; or one member be 
honoured; all the members rejoice with it Now,” adds the 
apostle, “ ye are the body of Christ, and members in par- 
ticular.” 1 Cor. xii, 24-27. . The*value of this text, in the + ~ 
question now before us, arises, partly, from the application 
of its figurative language to Christ’s mystical body, the 
church, and, partly, from the exact view which it givesus, 

_ by means of a contrast, of St. Paul’s.sense of the word in 
this connection. A saliiam here, where the word oan 
retained by our translators, plainly means all that is 
accordance with mutual care ind entire sympathy, ‘a. 
suffering or in honour, . » 

2. Schism is applied to companies of ‘pape eadlled 
together, and differing in their sentiments and judgments, but * 
without any observable reference to. church communion or 
division.. The bare citation of the passages where the 
word occurs in this ; application, seems to be quite sufficient 
to explain its meaning. ‘“ Many of the people therefore, 
when they heard this saying, said, Of a truth this is the 
prophet. Others said, This is the Christ. But ‘said, 
Shall Christ come out of Galilee? Hath not the Seripture 
said, that Christ cometh of the seed of David, and out of 
thé town of Bethlehem, where David was? So there was — 


a division” (or schism, axioua) “ among. the people because 
of him.” John vii, 40-43. |“ Therefore, said some of the 
Pharisees, This man.is not of .God, because he keepeth 
not the sabbath-day... Others said, How can a man that is 


a sinner do such miracles? And there was a division” 
(or schism, cxiowa) “ among them.” John ix, 16,. “There 
was a division” (or schism, oxioua) “therefore again 

the Jews for these sayings. And many of them said, | 
hath a devil, and is mad; why hear ye him? Others ae 4 
These are not the words of him that-hath a devil. Cana 
devil open the eyes of the blind?” John x, 19-21. So, 
in the history which relates the lengthened sojourn of 
Paul and Barnabas at Iconium, the verb is ployed to 
express the dissensions which arose in that 5 ie on their 
account :—“ The multitude of the wid (eoyiabn) “was 
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divided ; and part held with the’ Jews, and part with the 
apostles,” Acts xiv, 4. Again, on another occasion, “ when 


Paul perceived thatthe one part” of the Jewish council, 


‘before which ‘he was then brought, “ were Sadducees, and 
the other Pharisees, he cried out in the council, Men and 
brethren, I am a Pharisee, the. son of a Pharisee : of the 
hope and resurrection of the dead I am called in question. 
And when he had so said, there arose a dissension be- 
tween the Pharisees ‘and the Sadducees: and the multi: 
tude” (2qyio8n) “was divided. For the Sadducees say that 
there is no resurrection, neither angel, nor spirit: but the 
Pharisees confess both.” Acts xxiii, 6-8. It is proper to 
observe that the “dissension” which gave occasion to this 


. gene: or “division” of the multitude, had dn evident 
“bearing on religious tenets. We may just add here, that 


in the first book of Maccabees, the verb is used in the ae- 
count of a warrior, who rushed through the: ranks of the 
enemy, and broke, or parted them, in pursuit of his object : 
—‘ Eleazar, perceiving that one of the beasts, armed with 
royal harness, was higher than all the rest, and supposing 
that the king was upon him, ran upon him courageously 
through the midst of the battle, slaying-on the right hand 
and onthe left, so that they were divided” (éayigovro) “ pe 
him on both sides.”* 

3. Schism is applied to a Christian church, viewed’ 4 
disturbed and agitated by internal commotions. “ Now } 
beseech you, brethren, by the name of our Lord Jesus 
Christ,” says St. Paul to the Corigthians, who were griev- 
ously rent by such schism, “ that ye. all speak the same 
thing, and that there. .be no divisions,” or schisms, (axio; 
para,) “among you ; but-that ye be perfectly joined together 
in. the same mind and in the same judgment,” 1 Cor. i, 10. 
The nature of church schism among the Corinthians may 
be clearly discerned in this text, by an attention to what 
St. Paul marks as its contrast or opposite. . It is' the re- 
verse of “ speaking the same thing;” and especially of 
“ being perfectly joined together in the same mind and in the 
same judgment.” It is an uncharitable division of senti- 


*1 Mac. vi, 43-45.—By a singular interpretation of 1 Sam. xy, 29, > 
one Greek version has, “Israel” (cxeoOgcerat) “shall be cut, or di. 
vided into two.” The Seles give the same turn to the passage, 
but use another word, 
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ment, choice, and affection, attended with corresponding 

language ; or, according to the apostle’s own pan * a? 

of the term to the human body, as already noted, it is a. & 

want of niutual care and entire sympathy among those who @ 

are members of the same mystical body. | The ehurch of 

Corinth was not separated into distinct communities. It is 

addressed as externally and formally one: “ Unto the ae we 

of God which is at Corinth,” 1 Cor.i,2. But it w 5° 

divided in its views, preferences, : and talk. »* For it h 

been declared unto me of you, my brethren,” adds the , 8 

tle, “by them which are of the house of Chloe, 

are contentions among you ;” “ contentions,” a¢word hee 

in this context, is very nearly related to the preceding 

word “ schisms.” “Now this I say, that every one of a 

saith, I am of Paul, andI of Apollos, and I of Cephas, 

lof Christ. Is Christ divided? Was Paul crucified for 

you? or were ye baptized in the name of Paul?” 1 Cori, 

11-13. The church of Corinth, then, was violating the 

union of brotherly unanimity and love. Its schisms were 

not outward separations from the church, at least not yes 

but they were perilous dissensions and divisions within 

church. This will appear still more fully from another 

passage in the same epistle, the only one which remains 

to be produced on this branch of our subject. “Now in 

this that I declare unto you I praise you ‘not, that we 

come together not for the better, but for the worse. For 

first of all, when ye come together in the church, 1 hear that 

there be divisions,” or séhisms, (oxyiowara,) “ among you; 

and I partly believe it. When ye come together therefore 

into one place, this is not to eat the Lord’s er. For in 

eating every one taketh before other his own supper: and 

one is hungry, and another is drunken. What? have ye 

not houses to eat and to drink in? or despise ye the church 

of God, and shame them that have not ?” or “them that are 
oor?” “ What shall I say to you? shall I praise you in this? 

Tribe you not.” 1 Cor. xi, 17, 18, 20-22. ‘The evil had be- 

come fearful. It extended itself to practice, and to practice 

in the observance of the most solemn institution of Chris- 

tianity. The language which St. Paul uses is, however, 

irreconcilable with the notion of separate or distinct com- 

munities, as at that time existing among the Corinthians. 

They “came together ;” “they came togethér in the church ;” : 

alii), 
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they “‘ came together into one place,” and that too to cele- 


“brate the Lord’s supper; and yet, as the. apostle “had 


fe. 


® 


,? 


peel? and “ partly believed,” thére were schisms among 
them. 

We have thus endeavoured faithfully to lay before the 
reader all the evidence which the Holy Scriptures and the 
apocryphal writings directly supply concerning the import 
of the noun schism, and_of the verb from which it is de- 
rived. In every disquisition of this kind it is desirable 


“that we should trace the primary or leading notion of a 


word through all its applications, how diverse soever those 
applications may be; and that.we should especially mark 
that primary meaning, as it, discovers itself in the Scriptural 
use of the word, when it has an immediate relation to the 


“subject on which our researches may be employed. Ac- 


cording to these acknowledged principles, we cannot but 
arrive at the conclusion that schism, in its Scriptural appli- 
cation to a Christian community, does not mean a separa- 
tion from the church, but a violation of harmony, dissen- 
sion, division in the church. The sacred Scriptures teach 
us to watch evils in their very rise: and they warn us 
against the sin of schism, as they do also against other 
sins, while it exists in the thought, the temper, the occa- 
sional outbreakings of divisive words and deeds, and before 
it has produced all its disastrous results. Christians ought 
to be admonished that there may be schism among them, 
as there was among the Corinthians, when there is, as yet, 
no outward separation from. each,other’s society-and com- 
munion. ‘The very “beginning of” unchristian “strife” in 
a church has. the taint and curse of schism. O that it 
were more sedulously avoided, even where its presence 
may be least suspected! It is ‘as when one letteth out 
water: therefore-leave off contention,” even ‘“ before it be 
meddled with,” Prov. xvii, 14. “It is an honour for a man 
to cease from strife,” Prov. xx, 3: . : sn ty 

But these remarks involve an admission, which we most 
freely make, that schism im the church naturally tends to 
a schismatical separation from the church, and that this is 
often, not always, its melancholy sequel. Now it is per- 
fectly agreeable to the usages of language to apply a term 
which, strictly speaking, expresses.a thing itself, to the 


consequences which commonly flow from such a thing; 
“* 
% 
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or, in other words, to apply the name of a cause to its ." 
ordinary and congenial effect... A few of the earlier ex- ” 
amples which we have quoted of the use of the oe 
may seem to favour this extension of its ale. 
events, such an extension of its meaning is not violent or” * 
forced ; and, accordingly, the term is employed in the lat- 
ter sense by ecclesiastical writers, both of- t and of 
modern times, in full agreement with the laws whi 
late human speech. We are willing to take it, on th 
sent occasion, in this more enlarged signification. a 
then, will denote the. evil cause, an uncharitable division z 
within the church, as it evidently does in St. Paul’s First © 
Epistle to the Corinthians ; or the evi effect, an uncha- 
ritable and schismatical separation from the church. of inter - 
than this, as every scholar must know, thedame of %. 
pretation will not fairly suffer us to go. o 

II. Having thus attempted to prepare the way, we now 
proceed to our main inquiry, Is Westeyan Meruopism 
scnism? Is it an uncharitable division within: — 
Is it @ consequent uncharitable and sc 
from the church? Or is it both the one and the other? What 
argumentt®are offered to prove that it is any of these? | * 

_1. Perhaps it may be alléged that Wesleyan Methodism 
Seas exists in a state of : separation, or, at least, of par- 

tial separation from the Church of England, to which its 

members were once united ; and that, therefore, it is ina 
state of schism ; or, if more exact language please, that it 
was formerly in a state of schism, and is now ina state of 
schismatical separation. Certain things are sometimes as- 
sumed in reasonings of this kind, which we are unable to 
concede. Greatly. as we venerate the Church of England, 
we cannot concede that it is the only chureh of Christ in 
these realms, or that want of union with it is necessarily — % 
want of union with our Lord’s catholic church: nor can 
we concede that all the members of Wesleyan Methodism 
were once united, in any sense, to the Church of. England. 
_ Many of them were: but others, alas! were united to no 
section of the church; they were fugitives from God, and 
prayer, and peace, until the Lord “ was” wonderfully 
“found of them that sought him not,” and “was made 
manifest unto them that asked not after him,” Rom. x, 20. 
Some have quietly passed into the Wesleyan society from 


WESLEYAN METHODISM NOT A SCHISM. 11 


other religious bodies not in immediate fellowship with the 
Anglican Church. But we will not now enlarge on these 
§ things. The substance of the argument before us is, that 
a state of mere separation presupposes or “implies a state 
of schism. 

The argument is unsound. It advances from 4 particu- 
lar to a universal; and infers that because schism may 
denote one kind.of separation, it therefore denotes all kinds 
_of separation. We have granted that schism may be used, 
as it is used by good writers, for its too frequent effect, a 
violent separation ; but does it therefore follow that it must 
extend itself to every separation, even when such separa- 
tion is unavoidable, and is peaceably made? Will any 
respectable man maintain this? As there may be schism 
where there is no separation, so there may doubtless »be a 
separation, an outward, inevitable, quiet separation, where 
there is not, and where there has not been, schism. . 
Schism does not embrace every kind of separation; nor, ~ 
reversely, does every kind of separation prove the exist- 

ence of schism. 

But further, if the argument prove any thing, it proves 
too much. It goes to show, notpnly that Wesleyan Method- 
ism, but that all the churches*of the Reformation are ina 
state of schism ; nay, that every church on the face of the 
earth is in a state of schism. is any one disposed to push 
the argument to this its'legitimate conclusion? Look at the’ 
Eastern and Western Churches. They were once united ; 
but they have now existed in a state of separation from each 
other for the space of nine or ten centuries. They differ, 
also, not merely in such things as the use of images and 
the celibacy of the clergy, but in one point, at least, on a 
question which is connected with the Christian faith itself’: 
the Eastern Church holding that the Holy Spirit proceeds 
from the Father only; the Western, scripturally, as we 
believe, that he proceeds from the Father and the Son. 
Are these churches in+a state of schism? Perhaps they 
are. But, if so, which is the schismatic church?’ The 
bishop of Rome might say, “The Eastern Church.” The 
patriarch of Constantinople might, with equal justice, and, 
if he were another Photius, probably would, without any 
ceremony, hand back the unenviable compliment, and say,” 
“The Western Church.” Look again at the venerable 


”)s . * 
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Church of England. It was formerly a part of the Westem 
Church; or the Church of Rome » Once, indeed, it might . 
exist, nor do we deny thatiit did exist, as a primitive and 
apostplical, church, free from Romish domination. But it" 
did not so continue to exist. At the time of the Reforma- 
tion it was found under the jurisdiction of Rome, incorpo- 
rated with the Romish Church. It is not sonow. It ex- 


ists in a state of separation. Is it therefore schismatie? ©” 


It is not. A Wesleyan, as well. asa member of the An-_ 

glican Chureh itself, would repel the charge ; and eac 

ought to disclaim an argument which, while it is unsound — 
in its principle, is so sweeping in its conclusions.. ©» 

: 2. But to come closer to the point, it may be» pleaded 
that Wesleyan Methodism not only exists in a state of 
separation, be it more or less partial, from the Chureh of 
England, but that its separation is really se ic; schis- 

_ matic in its origin and in itself; and that, consequently, 

the Wesleyan Methodists are schismatics. Are they? In 

what? ‘The argument now under consideration implies an 
appeal to facts ; and by facts its truth may best be testéd. 

' Are the Wesleyan Methodists schismatics in doctrine ? 
What truth, what doctrinal truth, contained in God’s most 
holy word, and imbodied m the “faith which was once 
delivered unto the saints,” (Jude 3,) do they deny or dis- 
pute? Nay, do they not cordially embrace, as Scriptural, 
the ‘sacred verities which are found in the three creeds, 
called the Apostles’, the Nicene, and the Athanasian? and 
in the thirty-nine articles of the Church of England itself, 
compared and explained according to their fair grammati- 
cal meaning, as they have often been, by some of its own 
most distinguished ornaments? “The law of” the Lord’s 
“ mouth,” with all that it teaches, “is better unto’ them 
than thousands of gold and silver,” Psa. exix, 72. T 
know something of its value ; and they would not willingh 
renounce, conceal, or pervert any holy principle w 
may be drawn from it, either directly, or by just collection. 

Are they schismatics in spirit, or temper i it is 
that schism most commonly arises. It opposes itself more 
particularly against that which constitutes the true unity of 
the church in its members, fraternal unanimity and love. 

The hearts of Christians are to be “‘ comforted, being knit 
together in love, and unto all riches of the full assurance | 
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of understanding, to the acknowledgment of the mystery 
of God, and of the Father, and of Christ,” Col. ii,2. They 
are to “ put on charity, which is the bond of perfectness,” 
Col. iii, 14. “A new commandment,” says our Lord, “I 
give unto you, That ye love-one another; as I have loved 
you, that ye also love one another. By this shall all men 
know that ye are my disciples, if ye have love one to an- 
other.” John xiii, 34,35. “* Owe no. man any thing,” says 
St. Paul, “but to love one another,” Rom. xili, 8. “ Walk 


‘in love,” Eph. v, 2. ‘Ye yourselves are taught of God . 


‘to love one another,” 1 Thess. iv, 9. This is “the unity 
of the Spirit,” which we are to “ endeavour to keep in the 
bond of peace,” Eph. iv, 3. A violation of this is schism, 
whether there be an external separation or not. But what 
disunion in charity have the Wesleyan Methodists, as a 
body, sought to promote? They say, and they say it from 
the heart, “Grace be with all them that love our Lord 
Jesus Christ in sincerity,’ (Eph. vi, 24,) whatever name 
they may bear, and in whatever place they may dwell, 
They aim, not at division, but at Christian union ; and, in 
conjunction with Christ’s. faithful servant$ of every cast 
and colour, they would habitually pray and strive, that sin- 
ful men may be brought to rep@htance and faith, to pardon 
and holiness, to peace and divine love, to happiness and 
heaven. They who feel, and aim, and act otherwise, are 
not Wesleyans; and they ought not to usurp the name. 
Are they schismaties in practice? In what respect? 
They labour to use such means as may, by the blessing of 
God, assist themselves and others to “ make their calling 
and election sure,” 2 Pet.i, 10. But they despise and im- 
pugn no salutary discipline. Their predecessors held re- 
ligious meetings, in addition to the public services of the 
Church of England ; and they also formed religious socie- 
ties. But these things were not new: they had been 
practised before, under the eye, and with the sanction, of 
the Church itself. The fathers of Wesleyan Methodism, 
as is well known, had no intention to separate from the 
Anglican Church. They laboured long, with their coad- 
jutors and more immediate successors, against separation, 
But the Wesleyan Methodists, if the truth must be told, 
were at length constrained, not by their own free choice, 
~ but by the unkindly treatment of others, to take their’ pre- 
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sent position. (See tractNo, 310.) That position is - 

liar. Some have loved, to plead that the Wesleyan Me- 

thodists must either be dissenters from the Church of Eng- 

land, or schismatics in it, .When able men touch upon 

this uiotion, and signify their approval of it, they inly 

fall into an inadvertency, which was searcely to. be ex- 

pected in their case: they do riot observe the fallacy whieh, 

lurks in the indeterminate and ambiguous namie, dissenter. ~ 

The Wesleyan. Methodists are not dissentersyin the or-  ._ 

dinary sense and-application of that term; f eapere  s 

“dissent from the principle of a national, sla Esta-» 


this plain reason, that, toa considerable extent 
they are separated from the Church. . They 
affect names» which mark parties and distinctions; b 
they cannot entirely avoid using them ; and they are satis- 
fied with the one that has.descended. to houkbaduleiag 
the hope, at thetsame time, of that better day when every — 
sectarian distinction shall’cease, and all Christ’s disciples + 
shall be one in mind, in Reart, and in name. They are 
not, then, dissenters from the Church of England, in the 
customary use of thgt expression; and they are not scHIs- 
matics in the Church of England; but, they are—Wes- 
LEYAN Meruopists. Sala nis hanes, ni ae 

. 3. It may be asserted, however, that Wesleyan Me 
ism tends to schism, or to something very much like schism: 
We hope not. . Is there a gaenicue® sign of this in the 
tenets, temper, or conduct of the Wesleyan Methodist body.? 
We speak not of solitary individuals, but of the body, the 
community. Is the community adverse to truth, to Chris- ~ 
tian dispositions, to quietness in practice? Isitrestlessly — 
political? It is willing to contribute its influence and 
efforts in the cause of religion and humanity, but it 
stains from political strife. Does it, directly or indirectly, 
seek a revolution either in church or state? Is it not al- _ 
ways ready to express a friendly feeling for the Church, ~ 
and to give proof for the sincerity of that feeling * and 
does it supply no evidence of its earnest desire for that 
period when all professed Christians shall rejoice in their \ 

; ¢ ~ 2 ahs 
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common Lord, and shall, be joined to each other in the 
brotherhood of mutual love? Wesleyan Methodism is not 

a schism; and our hope is, that it will never become a 
schism, or any thing which may be justly classed under the 
head of schism. 

III. Some one may be ready to ask, Wirie THEN, IS 
Werstevan Murnopism? It must be a strange anomaly. 
If it is neither schism nor schismatical separation, in what 
light shall we regard it?) Our answer, which we would 
make with all humility and gratitude, is ‘this, —that, singu- 
lar, and even anomalous, as the present position of Wes- 
leyan Methodism may be, it is, doubtless, in itself, the fruit 
of an extraordinary visitation and work of God. To this 
our thoughts cannot fail to advert, when we have occasion 
to speak of the validity of its ministerial orders, and of its 
other claims as a part of the universal church of Christ. 

The Rev. John Wesley, the founder, under God, of 
Wesleyan Methodism, was a presbyter of the Church of 
England. Wesleyan Methodism accordingly enjoys within 
itself the validity of at least presbyterian orders. It is 
also attentive to ministerial examination, appointment, and 
discipline ; and it certainly possesses facilities and ad- 
vantages in these tespects, which have seldom, if ci, 
- been surpassed. 

But the Wesleyan Methodists cannot rest the validity 
of the Christian ministry on the mere transmission of orders, 

ther in the episcopalian or the- presbyterian line. 
They cannot forget St. Paul’s charge to Timothy: “The 
things that thou hast‘heard of me among many witnesses, 
the same commit thou to faithful men, who shall he able to 


teach others also,” 2 Tim. ii, 2. Personal faith, accompa- 


nied with fidelity, and ability to teach, are proposed here 
as essential conditions, or qualifications, i in those to whom 
the office of the ministry is confided. They may not be 
disregarded. ‘The personal enjoyment of Christian faith 
and religion, competent gifts for the ministerial office, and 
the inward motion of God’s Holy Spirit, which the Church 
of England so distinctly acknowledges in her impressive 
ordination service, these things are never to be overlooked 
or disparaged: They will also be followed in one form 
and degree or another with ministerial fruit,—the seal of 
God’s blessing. ‘ A ministry, though it may in some things 


, 
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seem irregular, is proved to be valid where these 
tionably exist and abound: but, without these,’ ie ng 
ministry which is deemed most regular tae official or 
misston, can scarcely be otherwise than defective and 
efficient. We value order 0 ‘regularity ; a eet 
prefer ministerial grace and fruit. 

It will not, we hope, be thought prestimptnons if, in thie 
prosecution’ ‘of this argument, we appeal to the case of the 
holy apostle Paul. “ Every thing which reJates to that 
honoured servant of our Lord is important and 
He was at once an inspired teacher and en 
pattern of true Christianity. He occupied a larger sph 
of labour than any other apostle, and he filled hen ahs 
with the most vigorous and unceasing schiniey) ‘ie ge 
preached, and when he wrote, he did not ‘ 1un” to « de- 
clare all the council of God,” (Acts Xx, 2 appears 


to have been peculiarly confided to him i in its full a " 


and harmony. He has bequeathed to the chure. 


greatest number of inspired epistles,—a pragipas.s p 
- petual treasury of hallowed and hallow ings > and, in 
comparison of others, how large a space history 


with extraordinary “tisions and revelations of the Lord,” 
_ béing “caught up to the third heaven,” and “into para- 
dise,” 2 Cor. xii, 1-4. Was not he one of the apostles ? 
Did he not “ labour more abundantly than they all?” 1 
xv, 10. Was he, in any respect, “a whit behind the * 
chiefest apostles ?” 2 Cor. xi, 5. . 
Yet, in the appointment of St. Paul to his high « b 
there was some deviation from the plan which the Lord 
‘Jesus had been pleased formerly to observe: for, at first, 
he “‘ ordained twelve, that they should be with , and 
that he might Send them forth to preach,” Mark i ii, 14, 
To say that St. Paul was substituted in the place of Judas 
Iscariot, and that Matthias was superseded as elected v with- 
out sufficient authority, is perfectly gratuitous, and is ‘in ill 
accordance with the testimony of the inspired historian. 
The eleven “ prayed, and said, Thou, Lord, which knowest 
the hearts of all men, show ‘whether of ‘these two thou 
hast chosen, that he may take part of this ministry and 
apostleship, from which Judas by transgression fell. And 


they gave forth their lots; and the lot, » guided doubtless ~ 
. # rs + Ye 


“- 
occupy in the Acts of the Apostles! He was favoured 
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by the Lord, to whom humble prayer had been made, 
“fell upon Matthias; and he was numbered with the eleven 
apostles.” Acts i, 24-26. A modern interpreter may sig- 
nify that Matthias was afterward set aside, and that he 
ras not, in reality, numbered with the eleven apostles. 
t. Luke expressly testifies, without any qualification or 
reserve, that he was. Which shall we believe? There 
is no warrant or support in the Scripture history for this 
conjecture: there is no mention or intimation of what it 
supposes, in all St. Paul’s vindications of his own apostle- 
ship, which vindications are copious and minute, especially 
in his Epistles to the Corinthians and the Galatians. Why 
should we attempt to elude the truth? St. Paul was a 
thirteenth apostle. ‘“ Last of all” Christ “ was seen of him 
also, as of one born out of due time,” 1 Cor. xv, 8. Per- 
haps it was chiefly on this ground that his apostolical 
authority was, in some énstances, so keenly disputed. 
How did he defend it? By appealing particularly to the 
grace, gifts, and success, with which the Lord had seen 
fit to honour ‘him. Take a short spécimen of his language : 
“Tt pleased God, who separated me: from my mother’s 
womb, and called me by his grace, to reveal his Son in me, 
that I might preach him among the heathen,” Gal. i, 15, 16. 
“TJ obtained mercy: and the grace of our Lord was ex- 
ceeding abundant with faith and love which is in Christ 
Jesus,” 1 Tim. i, 13, 14. “By the grace of God I am 
. what I am: and his grace which was bestowed upon me 
was not in vain,” 1 Cor. xv, 10. ‘He that wrought effect- 
ually in Peter to the apostleship of the circumcision, the 
same was mighty in me toward the Gentiles,” Gal. ii, 8. 
“Truly the signs of an apostle were wrought among you 
in all patience, in signs, and wonders, and mighty deeds,” 
2 Cor. xii, 12. ‘“‘AmI not anapostle? am Inot free? have 
I not seen Jesus Christ our Lord? Are not ye my work in 
the Lord? If I be not an apostle unto others, yet doubtless 
I am to you: for the seal of mine apostleshipare ye in the 
Lord. Mine answer to them that do examine me is this.”* . 
Further, in the principle of this appeal St. Paul had the 
concurrence and sanction of the most eminent of our Lord’s 
other apostles. He mentions an interview which took r 


* 1 Cor. ix, 1-3.—The last sentence seems more naturally to belong 
to the context which precedes than to that which follows. 


, the signs of grace and fruit in, proof that ‘thay 


to testify the gospel of the grace of God,” i in the ¢ disch 
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place between himself and James, Cephas or per ih 
John ; and says, “ When James, Cephas, and John, who 

seemed to be pillars, perceived the grace hake ‘was cin wnt 

me,” the saving and apostolical grace, they gi - 
Barnabas the right hand of fellowship ;” they Indy an sees 
rally acknowledged us as fellow-servants in the 3 and 
accordingly consented to a most important division of Jabaur, » 


as evidently intended by their common Master ; “ that we,” ’ 
it is added, “ should go ame the heathen, and) they unto 
the circumcision,” Gal. ii, 9. This narration is full of $y 


instruction to us. The chief apostles, they wl 10 were 

of the church, and were so esteemed and accounts 

no mark or evidence of Se Paul’s claims ce, 

that was given unto him.” They were satisfied $id this. 7 
Candid men will not suppose. that we intend to place 

any ministers of Christ in the present day va level with = 

the holy “ apostle of the Gentiles ;# (Rom. ;) or that — 

we wish to give the smallest encouragem =§ 

and needless irregularity. By no means. Yeti 

with his signal endowments, appealed to the grae 

God had conferred upon him, and to the fruit of his! abo 

in proof of the validity of his apostolical ministry, whil 

was, at the same time, carefully observant of the “dec 

and order” in which he himself required that “ all thts?” 

should be “done ;” (1 Cor. xiv, 40;) surely t > servants of Ay 

Christ, in every age, while they also. i actin? all mn 

practicable order and discipline, may thank peal to. . 


ordinary degree, “received a ministry of the Snide 


of which trust they would likewise se pray th : 
they may “finish their course with joy,” ee ie, 
Let us, then, apply the argument. The forefi ers of 
the Wesleyan Methodists found the mercy of God, which 
they had long and anxiously sought; and they thirsted to 
make that mercy known to‘ all mankind. They coveted 
not ease, honour, or affluence, but souls ; and they repair 
to those who were most destitute and neglee ed. 
less of fatigue, danger, and even death | if 


. their stand among the outcasts of Moorfields en ning ¥ 


ton-Common, the colliers of Kingswood, the miners and — 


Ww TECK ORE of Cornwall, the keelmen of eae oe 
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ters of Staffordshire, and others who were, at that time, 
equally forsaken. ‘They looked around for aid to their fel- 
low clergymen, but, with a few exceptions, in vain, and 
more than in vain. They implored help, and received op- 
position. God was pleased, however, to raise up auxiliaries 
in the arduous warfare from among their own spiritual 
children. Alone and persecuted, they “ Jaboured” at first ; 
but, after a short time, others began to “ enter into their 
. labours,” John iv, 38. Workmen multiplied, and the work 
spread. From Europe these servants of Christ and of 
souls have at length passed into every other great division 
of the globe, still aiming more especially at the dark Gali- 
lees of our earth, and sladly bestowing their prayers and 
toils on the oppressed negro, the wandering Indian, the 
untutored inhabitant of Western Africa, and the savages of 
the Polynesian Isles. The system, beyond the thoughts and 
expectations of its first agents, has risen into ‘order, matu- 
rity, and strength: it has flourished for more than a hun- 
dred years, and extended its kindly influence in all direc- 
tions. How many thousands, who, but for the instrumen- 
tality of Wesleyan Methodism, might have continued in 
. profligacy and guilt, and died in darkness and dread, have 
found pardon and holiness in life, peace in death, and, we 
doubt not, endless rest with God! How many thousands 
more are happily “journeying unto the place,” the hea- 
venly Canaan, “of which the Lord hath said, I will give it — 
you!” And when they say to any one whom they may. 
find in the wilderness, ‘“‘ Come thou with us,” it is always 
with the addition, “ and we will do thee good, ” Num. x, 29. 
* The ministers of the Wesleyan. connection, urged on by 
higher motives than flesh and blood can give, have essayed 
difficult enterprises. “‘ Have they not sped?” Judges v, 30. 
Has not the Lord condescended, in his most u Pea 
mercy, to seal their call, and prosper their eavours ? 
They may atleast turn east, west, north, and south, to the 
“ children which God hath graciously given”. them, (Gen. 
xxxill, 5,) and say, “If we be not ministers of Christ unto 
others, yet doubtless we are to you: for the seal of our 
ministry are ye in the Lord. Our aNSWER TO THEM THAT 
* DO EXAMINE Us Is THIs.” 
To the opponents of the Wesleyan Methodists we would 
venture to repeat the wise and oft-cited admonition of Ga- 


Zé 
20 WESLEYAN METHODISM NOT A 8¢ 


cH ry’ i" ite Uhh Ss}. 


maliel: “ Refrain from these men, andlet’ he 
if this counsel or this work be ‘of ‘men, i 
naught: but if it be of God, ye cannot ove 
haply ye be found,” and we are persuaded 
not willingly be found, “even to fight agains 
v, 38,39. The Wesleyan Methodists seek 
harm. ‘They desire your Christian welfare,,and 
rejoice in your Christian success with a joy an 
and sincere; but they dare not fear your 
« whereto” the Wesleyan Methodists themselv 
attained” in spiritual wisdom and grace, Jet ther i 
- the same rule,” lét them “mind the same 
iii, 16. Let them remain steady to the spirit and 
of their fathers. Nothing can ‘injure them. but 
unfaithfulness. If Wesleyan Methodism, at ts 
by a suicidal act. i 
Ye who “labour in the word and doetr 
17) among us, whether at home or yn 
word of exhortation,” Heb. xiii, 22. Strive 
yourselves as the ministers of God,-by. 


knowledge, by long-suffering, by kindness, 4 ic 
Ghost, by love unfeigned, by the word of 

power of God, by the armour of rie htoonaanaas Nis Ce eet 
hand and on the left, by honour and pen eae 
port and good report: as deceivers, and ye mi? Fa ; 
known, and yet well known; as dying, and, ae 
live; as chastened, and not. killed; ip o> of 
rejoicing ; as poor, yet. making any rich . i ’ 
nothing, and yet possessing all things,” 2 Cor: % 
Let each of, you, “if reviled, bless if iy sa * 


suffer it;” if “defamed, entreat, ” 1-Cor. iv, 12, 3. 
firm as an anvil beaten: it is the part ofa great c 
"to be wounded, and to conquer."* ais Re 
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